At twenty-five years, most marriages are dying a slow death, if they have made it that long. Luckily for us (and you, Dear Reader), gay marriage was not legal when this journal was founded: indeed, GLQ began promiscuously and without fidelity to any discipline. In doing so, it charted perverse intellectual paths, marrying no one. GLQ was created in a heady moment fostered through the queer love and friendship of our fierce founding editors, Carolyn Dinshaw and David Halperin.
INTRODUCTION
been incorporated into the journal's pages. Meanwhile, there's always a hot new thing hanging outside the club.
David, Carolyn, and our dedicated editors throughout the years have envisioned a future for gay, lesbian, and queer studies that may not have come to be. This is the familiar heartbreak of things as we imagine them rubbing up against what is possible. This desire to harness radical potential may be voiced best by Susan Stryker in her 2004 essay "Transgender Studies: Queer Theory's Evil Twin," in which she writes: "The queer vision that animated my life, and the lives of so many others in the brief historical moment of the early 1990s, held out the dazzling prospect of a compensatory, utopian reconfiguration of community. It seemed an anti-oedipal ecstatic leap into a postmodern space of possibility in which the foundational containers of desire could be ruptured to release a raw erotic power that could be harnessed to a radical social agenda. That vision still takes my breath away" (213).
Unfulfilled promise notwithstanding, we are still here, still queer, mediating conversations that could not be imagined in 1993. And so, in anticipation of this unimagined moment, we put out a broad call for submissions from our former editors, editorial board, subeditors, readers, and other constituents. Our call read:
On the occasion of the 25th anniversary of the journal, we wish to commemorate the impact of GLQ on the field of queer theory. This anniversary issue will reconsider key works from the journal that have resonated in their moment and beyond.
We solicit short thought-pieces . . . on an article or special issue published by GLQ that has shaped the field of queer theory. These miniessays should discuss the significance of the essay or issue in question. We encourage creative engagements with those works that have been most important to our readers. This call is open to all readers of GLQ, and we welcome your responses both individually and collectively. Finally, we hope that this process will recognize those contributions to the journal that have both sparked debate and transformed the field.
We were lucky to have received a good number of responses, many of which are published here. And we hope that the many more folks we missed in this issue will participate in future conversations (online, at conferences, and beyond) that focus on the role that the journal has played in our intellectual lives. In this issue are detailed readings of and responses to many of the essays and special issues that have moved us as a field. We are pleased to publish a collection of presentations that focus on the twentieth anniversary of one of our most cited articles, Cathy Cohen's landmark 1997 essay, "Punks, Bulldaggers, and Welfare Queens: The Radical Potential of Queer Politics?" We thank Nic John Ramos and all the participants in a number of forums for their contributions to this issue.
Another focus of submissions was the emergence of transgender studies, and GLQ's sometimes fraught relationship to this field. In particular, we wanted to reflect the deep respect for Stryker's work that stood out in the submissions, both for her key essays that have appeared in this journal and for her work in establishing transgender studies and its journal of record, Transgender Studies Quarterly.
We received many submissions reflecting on the special issues we have published over the years, from "The Work of Friendship: In Memoriam Alan Bray" to "Black/Queer/Diasporas" to "Queer Inhumanisms." Two figures we lost too soon loomed large in the submissions: Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick and José Muñoz. Since 1993, we have lost many more, and we acknowledge those who were not able to witness or participate more in the flourishing of this field. Many people, touchstone ideas, and special issues are missing from this extended forum. Thus, what appears here is not in the least bit definitive; still, we hope that it is generative and gives a sense of some key concepts, contributors, and contours of the field.
The special issue begins with short reflections from Dinshaw and Halperin; from there, we set out contributions in loose chronological order, starting with the first issue. We clustered essays on works or topics that made sense to go together, and we dedicated the last third of the table of contents to special issues. All in all, we have forty-one scholars contributing thirty-six short essays. As an aggregate, the authors showcase the too-numerous-to-name shifts in the field. Nevertheless, one can chart changes in the authors over the years the journal has been in play.
The field's diversity is reflected even by the fact that we are the first queer women of color team responsible for editing GLQ. Notably, we also reside on the West Coast, far from the journal's formative years centered in NYC and the East Coast corridor. Our vision for the journal includes using a diversity of languages, an attention to different artistic forms and formats (poetry, film, dance, performance, exhibition), and ultimately a greater inclusivity for underrepresented voices.
In her contribution to this special anniversary issue, Dinshaw uses the word generativity to characterize GLQ. This term, unlike generation, which suggests procreation and propagation, instead suggests activity, queer world-making . . . and most of all, what we see as its cognate: generosity. As Margo Crawford (2017) reminds us, anticipation holds the idea of the future. It is with all these active
